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The FDA is planning to remove a!l current lab~”&g’req&e”rn&& for irradiated find. The FDA has approved
irradiation for essentially all finds, including fruits and vegetables. Without labeling, there will be no way for you to know if ~
your fmd has been irradiated. If labels are eliminated now, only a public health catastrophe can reinstate them. Irradiated ““-‘“’
fbods could be on yotir table within a year-some facilities already etis~ and dozey or hundredsrnore.will be,built. _‘, . ,l”~;. ‘“’

The labeling requirement has been the sole impediment to widespread tieof &a~;ti;;~fi~;;a~ation=g-&g&”&-~~ -.
-—. =...,

~at even the c&rent requirement-a tiny statement no bigger thathe ingredients, ahd no staternent.at all.for @a@ated .:;;,
,,.: ,-

components of tied foods-will scare com?iuners. The FDA proposal to remove labeling begs for’ comwer.foc~~;s.~d{s~,
that will tell it how to ‘re-educate’ the 77% of the public .that does not want irradiation.. ~~~>z~~m,v. ,::Y$,~$a,l &; ~~ ---

Irradiation has powerfi.d fiends in the food processing and nuclear industries, the_rnedic~ es$blishrnen~ ~d-$e:,$~.~:. ~”
Federal gove~ent. For several years they have been engaging in a cove~ public relatiom”camp&n to convince us that ‘‘

-- —.... — ~, -.. . .-

. . . . ..+—. . . ...<.., ~.. ” .,, ..”... . . . . . . . . . . .

irradiation is the answer to food safety problems, l+e con@ninated @atemalar_r~pberrie: ~d lunch meats: .,Butjfyou look
at the news, these problems are overwhelmingly concentrated ‘inthe meat .md poultry processing busfi-ess~ Jack~in-the-Box~’
and Hudson Foods lost a lot of money. h-radiation is really ju& a quick (and temporay) fix for poor slaughterhow”e stitatio~
and away of disposing of nuclear wastes by selling them to private industry and leaving the t~ayers to fid ilie ine;table’~,-~
clean-up costs and ~ve in the contaminated neighborhoods left behind. .’, . .. ..... .. ., . . -. ., ... .. .. :., ..,:. ~ -‘ .

It “iscompletely unethical to impose irradiation on people who~~o not w+t it iriorder to protect the factory-f~ers . .
from the consequences of their business practices. “ -‘“ ~‘” - “ . “, . .. ..,, ., ~,. .=,,4~ ,:, .-,,J-

V-i.&..

And the FDA is trying to keep this issue out of the spotlight-it won’t post cornrrien~”on ~eIntemet. -- ‘. ,.;,.. ~;” .“i’ “.. .=”’:j !.-=,-~z’,..,i

(
WHAT YOU CAN DO:

.,
“<

Send a commt?ktto theFDk demanding-prominent labeling, the use”of the te& “irradia~o~”’ or “&adiated” and
the use of the radura synibci Tell the FDA yoti feel proposed altemati-tie ten&’such w““cold paste~zation” &d “electronics::

.,- ....

pasteurizatiori” tie r&leadirig iind should not be tied. Say that the absence,’ofa statement would be”&islea&g because ----
-..-<,~....=.,:..*.

irradiation destroys vitamins and causes changes in sensory and spoilage qu~lties that are not obvious or e~ected by &e
consumer, A general statement opposing irradiation will NOT help (see reverse of this sheet), because the WA requests
comments on only two issues: “l) Whether the wording of the current radiation disclostie ktatern&tshofid be’re~sed,=~~~
2) whether such labeling requirements sho~d e-ipire at a specified iiate’hi’the ~&.” me comple~e piOPOSd i~:”iif~~~“ E“Y:“’~
<http://www.fda.gov/ohrms/dock&s/g8fMl2l7gga-~."-" = ““ .’ < ‘ ‘ - z-- - : ‘~:.: ~~~::j;-~; ._ .,-+:%TZ%..:L‘ Send cornmivu%beforeMay 18Y1999to: ‘-Dockets M&~ement Brti~h (HFA-305) ““”‘”- - “ “ ~~’:~J*~~~

,.
Food and Drug”Adrii.nistration “-- ‘ “” ~~ “-” - ‘-- ~~-=-.-~..

...<,,..s+

,;” 5630 Fishers Lane, Room 1061
Rockville, MD 20852.

Refer to Docket #98N-1038, “Irradiation in the production, processing and h&xlhng of food”. E-mail is discouraged, because
garbled messages will be discarded. Send e-mail to FDADockets@oc.fdagov tid put the docket number in the subject line. ~

FOLLOW THE EVA ‘SAGENDA IN YOUR RESPONSE, BUT GET THE STORY OUTELSEUZERE. .~-:’
Send a copy ofyour lettertoyour congresspersonandyour senators,and tell them that as your representatives, - ‘

they are responsible for representing ~ and you don’t want to eat irradiated finds in any form. At the very least, these “~
foods should be prominently labeled, and all irradiated components of a food should be identified. .“. ,

Contactthe mediainyour area(alternative weeklies, fwd sections, public radio, talk radio) and tell them to report
on this stoxy. Tell them you don’t want to eat irradiated foods, and why irradiation is a risky technology.

ACT NOW! THIS IS OUR MST CHANCE!!
If the FDA eliminates labeling, U.S. exporters of irradiated foods will be able to successfully claim that other

countries’ labeling laws are “restraint of trade” under international trade rules. Our actions now are critical!

The Campaign for Food Safety (formerly known as the Pure Food Campaign)
860 Highway 61, Little Marais, Minnesota 55614

For more Mormation on irradiation: doder@hsc.usc.edu or the Action Alerts section of
our web page with links and background http://www.purefd. org March1,1999



INSTRUCTIONS AND BACKGROUND
FOR SENDING A COMMENT TO THE FDA

PLEASE RE/W

.

WHAT KIND OF LETTER TO Wti A.ND Wi3Y
,.

..’ . ........- —,. . .! .-., . .: .

IF YOUARE W121T~GAS AN INOMLW4L, SEND ONE COPY TO ?HE FDA; 0121ERU?KSE,SEND
TWO COPIES.

.. -...., ,- .,:-.-’.. ,,....

H you have any expertise or personal status that bears&the issue (e.g., you area physi~aq scientist, che~
f~ei, food m-anufacturer,parent), state it in your comment.
. Please note thatthe FDA ii om’j asking for comments on the issues of 1) whether labeling of irradiated foods
shouid remain and 2) if so, what kind of label. The FDA has already detided that irradiation is’ safe’; the irradiation
advotiates in the medical establish”rneni,big agricultirej the nuclear industry ‘andCongress know that labels frighten
c{nsumers. The itiadiators lctiowthat rnoktconwrners.do-”notwant irradiated foods (77°A according to a CBS poll h
1997). ‘“ -“’ ““-“ ‘; ““”‘-’”’’:’”:’?““y “ i ““”“’”” ““”’’”’’’”;.,;;,;+

..7- ;.,,.r,,..b~::*, ~~{ft-: J:.+..: :.:,::.., ;,. f.+-:,r..... .....)”~.,,:,.,,,.,,..,. ,. . . ... .. . . .. -.”* ,; .,.@k:,;>>:. ; ...~
“2::- ““” . .

But in November 1997 President Clinton’ signed into law a Con&essional bill reduciingthe size of the-irradiation, ,.,-=-.~+..,.,,. ,:~,. .1, .!wsi..??,,1! .,-... : .,. ,,~...+*,. & ..i...,. ,..,, ,,.,,..+..
label.-d-ti agency overseen by Congress, the FDA Monly able to ask what kind ‘oflabe~n~ it-should requt~e~“fiis is
not the time to tel[ the_FDA you want labels because you want to avoid irradiated fo&k” “Z%-FDA”wants to ’eliminate,f:,. -...:..,,. -.:4
Iabelsprecise& because they scar;”;&&&ers.”’In&ead~play the ~“&s “g&&-use its’oti’ar~rnents in favor of

. ..

labeling.
The sample letters stress that the FDA’s,original reason for labeling issti!l valid—that i;adiation is’a-’p~ocess’>,

thatc% change the texture, taste, storage characteristics ~d nutrients of a food and should therefore be disclosed to. ... . ... .. .-.
avbid @isleadiiigthe consumer. Th~ FDA””proposal“isposted at ~http://+.fda.gov/ohrms/dockets/98fr/O2 1799a.txt$

,,
... ...

Feel free to alter the sample [etters as desiied. ‘“-’ .“ ~““. ‘ - , ,,,, ,, - ., :. . .. . . . ....




